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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to tlie Reply filed on 07/06/2007. 

Response to Amendment/Arguments 
1. Claims. 1-25 remain pending in the application with claims. No claim has been 
amended, and claim 22 has been cancelled herein. Claims 1-25 represent a method 
and apparatus for "METHODS AND APPARATUS FOR PRODUCING A 
CONFIGURATION FOR COMPONENTS OF A NETWORK." 

Applicant's arguments with respect to independent claims 1,11, and 21 have 
been carefully considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments 
are deemed moot in view of the existing ground of rejection as explained here below. 
Applicant has made no amendments to the independent claims as to perhaps place 
them in condition for allowance. 

The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and 
all objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 

In response to Applicant's arguments, 37 CFR § 1 .1 1(c) requires applicant to 
"clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in 
view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He 
or she must show the amendments avoid such references or objections." 

Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on 07/06/2007 has been carefully 
considered but is not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists the 
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likelihood of future presentation of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is prudent 
to address Applicants' main points of contention: 

A: Applicant contends that neither in the cited sections nor elsewhere does 
Sanchez et al. teach or suggest correlating the hardware configuration information of 
the at least one network component and the software configuration information of the 
software component graphic with network parameter information to form a correlation 
result representing an interoperability configuration of the software and the at least one 
network component; and outputting the correlation result to support automatic 
configuration of the at least one network component and the software for operation on 
the at least one network component, as required by Applicant's independent claim 1. 

B: Applicant argues: Correlating and the correlation result are also further 
described in Applicant's dependent claim 2. Applicant's dependent claim 2 requires, 
among other things, that correlating includes dynamically adjusting the hardware 
configuration information of the at least one network component when the operability 
characteristic indicates inoperability of the software and the at least one 
network component (emphasis added). Sanchez et al. never teaches or 
suggests that the software and the network component are inoperable, that is, 
cannot function together as configured. Indeed, correlating and the correlation result 
that are required by Applicant's independent claim 1 are completely different from 
Sanchez et al. In Sanchez et al., the software being used with the hardware will 
certainly work; indeed, that is the very purpose of the software, to allow a user to alter 
the configuration of the hardware device, through a GUI; see af teasf Abstract and 
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col. 1 line 58 to col. 2 line of Sanchez et al. It would be foolish for there to be any 
question of whether or not the software taught by Sanchez et al. would function 
with the hardware, and would defeat the stated purpose of Sanchez et al. In 
contrast, the question of interoperability is central to Applicant's invention as 
claimed in claim 1, where the correlation result allows a user to know whether or 
not the selected at least one network component will work with selected software 
in a particular configuration. 

As top point A, It is the position of the Examiner that Sanchez teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 . However, in view of Applicant's remarks, the Office respectfully 
concludes that the applicant mischaracterizes the teachings of Sanchez and that the 
argument above is moot. Sanchez teaches a Graphical User Interface that is the result 
of configuration software obtained from a specific correlation. Sanchez describes the 
correlation between a network component or device capabilities over a local area 
network and user's workstation current configuration software. The result is a 
configuration software contains parameters retrieved from the libraries that is used to 
generate a GUI (see Sanchez, Abstract, claim 1 rejection; summary of Invention). In 
contrast, Applicants simply argued the teachings of Sanchez with regard to correlating 
the configuration information with network parameter information to form a correlation 
result representing an interoperability configuration of the software and the at least one . 
network component; and outputting the correlation result to support automatic 
configuration of the at least one network component and the software for operation on 
the at least one network component. The spirit and the essence of the teachings of 
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with network parameter information to form a correlation result representing an 
interoperability configuration of the software and the at least one network component; 
and outputting the correlation result to support automatic configuration of the at least 
one network component and the software for operation on the at least one network 
component and the current invention are in substance the same. The rejection is 
therefore sustained. 

As to point B, the rejection of the dependent claims have been objected to for 
containing allowable subject matter. 

Examiner notes applicant has failed in presenting claims and drawings that 
delineate the contours of this invention as compared to the cited prior art. Applicant has 
failed to clearly point out patentable novelty in view of the state of the art disclosed by 
the references cited that would overcome the 103(a) rejections applied against the 
independent claims, the rejection is therefore sustained. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
2. Claims 2-10, 12-20, and 23-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,11, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sanchez et al (hereinafter Sanchez) U.S. Patent No. 5,832,298 in view of Rollins 
U.S. Patent No. 6,664,988 B1. 

Regarding claim 1: Sanchez discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Sanchez teaches in a computerized device, a method for automatically producing a 
configuration for components of a network comprising: 

receiving a selection of at least one network component graphic representing at least 
one network component for use in a network (column 4, lines 1-20); 
obtaining corresponding hardware configuration information associated with the at 
least one network component that con^esponds to the selection of the at least one 
network component graphic (column 4, lines 1-20); 

receiving a selection of at least one software component graphic representing software 
for installation and operation on the at least one network component in the network, the 
software component graphic having associated software configuration information 
(column 4, lines 1-20; column 6, lines 48-61); 

correlating the hardware configuration infonnation of the at least one network 
component and the software configuration information of the software component 
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graphic with network parameter information to form a correlation result representing an 
interoperability configuration of the software and the at least one network component 
(column 8, lines 18-43); and 

outputting the correlation result to support automatic configuration of the at least one 
network component and the software for operation on the at least one network 
component (column 4, lines 1-20; column 8, lines 18-43). However, Sanchez does not 
disclose the details of receiving a selection of at least one software component graphic 
representing software for installation and operation on the at least one network 
component in the network. 

In the same field of endeavor, Rollins discloses"... The source computer 1 then 
trarismits the system information file 9 via a transmission medium 2 to a remote 
computer 3 (step 24). The remote computer 3 can then process the file and create a 
graphical display 10 of the system information (step 26). This graphical display 10 may 
be used to diagnose a problem with the source computer, survey components of the 
source computer 1, archive the source computer configuration, or for other purposes 
(step 28).., system information file 9 can then be pulled into the blank template 11 via 
computer program code to display remote computer 3's system information graphically. 
A user activatible control such as an icon 12 that responds to being clicked upon with a 
pointing device can be used to display specifications associated with the actual 
installed components of a source computer The graphical representation of the system 
information can include icons 12 depicting individual components or features displayed 
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in a hierarchical layout Each icon lists a component type 8 with each component type 
8 then listed under the icon 12 (FIG. 5). Additional user activatible controls such 
as a push button 7 can be used to execute computer readable program code and 
thereby, perform a desired computer function such as print the system 
information., "[see Rollins; column 3, lines 42-47, column 5, lines 60-67. and column 
6, lines 1-11]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Rollins' teachings of using 
one software component graphic representing software for installation and operation 
with the teachings of Sanchez, for the purpose of associating a network with the 
benefits of quick and efficient diagnosis of a customer's problem resulting in improved 
customer service and satisfaction... " as stated by Rollins in lines 8-11 of column 3. By 
this rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 11, and 21, the combination Sanchez-Rollins teaches: 
11. A computerized device (see Sanchez; figs.1, and 2) comprising: 
at least one communications interface (see Sanchez; items 23, 24, 27); a controller 
(13); and 

an interconnection mechanism coupling the at least one communications interface and 
the controller (see Sanchez; 10); 
wherein the controller is configured to: 

receive a selection of at least one network component graphic representing at least one 
network component for use in a network (see Sanchez; fig. 1); 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,827 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2143 

obtain corresponding hardware configuration information associated with the at least 
one networl< component that corresponds to the selection of the at least one network 
component graphic (see Sanchez; column 4, lines 1-20); 

receive a selection of at least one software component graphic representing software 
for installation and operation on the at least one network component in the network, the 
software component graphic having associated software configuration information (see 
Sanchez; column 4, lines 1-20); 

correlate the hardware configuration information of the at least one network component 
and the software configuration Information of the software component graphic with 
network parameter information to form a correlation result representing an 
interoperability configuration of the software and that at least one network component 
[see Rollins; column 3, lines 42-47, column 5, lines 60-67, and column 6, lines 1-11]; 
and 

output the correlation result to support automatic configuration of the at least one 
network component and the software for operation on the at least one network 
component [see Rollins; column 3, lines 42-47, column 5, lines 60-67, and column 6, 
lines 1-11]; 

21. A computer program product having a computer-readable medium including 
computer program logic encoded thereon that, when performed on a controller in a 
computerized device having a coupling to at least one communications interface (see 
Sanchez, figs.1, and 2) provides a method for performing the operations of: 
receiving a selection of at least one network component graphic representing at least 
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one network component for use in a network (see Sanchez; column 4, lines 1-20); 
obtaining corresponding hardware configuration information associated with the at least 
one network component that corresponds to the selection of the at least one network 
component graphic(see Sanchez; column 4, lines 1-20); 

receiving a selection of at least one software component graphic representing software 
for installation and operation on the at least one network component in the network, the 
software component graphic having associated software configuration 
information (see Sanchez; column 4, lines 1-20; column 6, lines 48-61); 
correlating the hardware configuration information of the at least one network 
component and the software configuration information of the software component 
graphic with network parameter information to form a correlation result representing an 
interoperability configuration of the software and that at least one network 
component[see Rollins; column 3, lines 42-47, column 5, lines 60-67, and column 6, 
lines 1-11]; and 

outputting the correlation result to support automatic configuration of the at least one 
network component and the software for operation on the at least one network 
component [see Rollins; column 3, lines 42-47, column 5, lines 60-67, and column 6, 
lines 1-11]; 



Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to tiiis final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. Any inquiry concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from examiner should be directed to Jude 
Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272-3914. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Thursday and every other Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3719. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
JJG 

September 12, 2007 



